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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -1 7 are pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 2-5 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims 2-5 and 13 appear to include typographical errors. Specifically "A" on line of 1 
the respective claims appear to have been used in error. 

For the purpose of this office action the Examiner would change "A" to "The". 
Claim 2 appears to include typographical error. Specifically is omitted in claim 2. 

For the purpose of this office action the Examiner would insert "," before 
"wherein" on line of 1 of claim 2. 

Claim 12 appears to include typographical error. Specifically "s" is omitted from the word 
"manager" on line 2 of claim 12. 

For the purpose of this office action the Examiner would change the word 
"manger" to "managers". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claims 2-4,7,10,12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The following terms lack antecedent basis: 

L "said scope definitions" on line 1 of claim 2. 
For the purpose of this office action the Examiner would change the term "said 
scope definitions" to "said set of scope definitions". 

ii. "said group" on line 5 of claim 3; on line 7 of claim 7; on line 14 of 
claim 10; on line 5 of claim 12 and on line 4 of claim 13. 
For the purpose of this office action the Examiner would change the term "said 
group" to "said group of cooperating communication managers". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Pat. No. 5,649,102 to Yamauchi et al. in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,649,184 to 
Hayashi et al. 
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7. As to claim 1 , Yamauchi teaches a method for simplifying control of a group of 
computer programs within a group of cooperating communication managers which 
access computer system resources held in computer system memory (figure 4 Col. 9 
Ln. 9 - 56), the method including the steps of: providing a set of command target 
qualifiers specifically identifying at least one of the group of cooperating communication 
managers to which a command should be targeted (Packet 901 Col. 12 Ln, 10-18), 
wherein the set of command target qualifiers includes at least one command target 
qualifier indicating that a command should be targeted to members pf the group of 
cooperating communication managers ("... to all computers..." Col. 12 Ln. 21 -23). 

8. Yamauchi is silent with respect to providing connection services to each 
computer program within the up of computer programs to enable access to a shared 
access memory that is accessible to each of the group of cooperating communication 
managers and providing a set of scope definitions for association with respective 
computer system resources to determine the scope of access and change rights for the 
computer system resources and for determining whether computer system resources 
should be stored in said shared access memory, and for identifying computer system 
resources to which a command is to be applied by reference to their associated scope 
definitions. 

9. Hayashi teaches providing connection services to each computer program within 
the group of computer programs to enable access to a shared access memory that is 
accessible to each of the group of cooperating communication managers (figures 6/7 
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Col. 6 Ln. 30 - 64) and providing a set of scope definitions for association with 
respective computer system resources to determine the scope of access and change 
rights for the computer system resources and for determining whether computer system 
resources should be stored in said shared access memory, and for identifying computer 
system resources to which a command is to be applied by reference to their associated 
scope definitions (figure 7 Col. 6 Ln. 65 - 67, Col. 7 Ln. 1 - 32). 

1 0. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Hayashi and Yamauchi because the 
teaching of Hayashi would improve the system of Yamauchi by determining whether 
providing integrity guarantee for resource should be performed in a local processing 
operation or shared processing operation (Hayashi Col. 5 Ln. 7 - 19). 

11. As to claim 2, Yamauchi teaches a method according to claim 1 wherein 
respective ones of said scope definitions are associated with respective computer 
system resources in response to setting of a scope parameter during a computer 
system resource creation operation (figure 6 Col. 10 Ln. 24 - 35). 

12. As to claim 3, Hayashi teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein said set 
of scope definitions include a shared scope option for association with respective 
computer system resource, said shared scope definition determining that the respective 
computer system resource should be stored in said shared access memory (Col. 14 Ln. 
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31 - 42) and should be accessible to all cooperating communication managers in said 
group (Col. 6 Ln. 65 - 67, Col. 7 Ln. 1 - 32). 

13. As to claim 4, Yamauchi teaches a method according to claim 3, including the 
step of saving a computer system resource to said shared access memory in response 
to specifying a shared scope during creation of the computer system resource (Col. 12 
Ln. 10-23). 

14. As to claim 5, Yamauchi teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein said set 
of scope definitions include a group scope option for association with respective 
computer system resources, said group scope option determining that the respective 
computer system resources should be stored in said shared access memory (Col. 12 
Ln. 10 - 18, Col. 9 Ln. 19 - 23) and that copies of said respective computer system 
resources should be created and stored in local storage of each cooperating 
communication manager in said group of cooperating communication managers (Col. 
12Ln.21 -23). 

15. As to claim 6, Yamauchi teaches a command interface providing a set of 
commands having the following parameters: a command target qualifier, wherein 
particular parameters values of the command target qualifier determine which 
communication managers of the group of cooperating communication managers to 
which the command should be targeted (Packet 901 Col. 12 Ln. 10 - 23) and a scope 
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definition, wherein particular parameter values of the scope definition are associatable 
with respective computer system resources and wherein a parameter value of the scope 
definition determines which of the respective computer system resources the command 
should be applied to by reference to their associated command target qualifier 
parameter values (Data Field 903 Col. 12 Ln. 10 - 23). Also see the rejection of claim 1. 

16. As to claim 7, Yamauchi teaches a command interface according to claim 6, 
wherein the set of commands includes a define command for defining a new computer 
system resource, wherein a scope definition parameter value specified in said define 
command is associated with said computer system resource in response to issuing the 
command and wherein the scope definition parameter value determines the scope of 
access and change rights for the computer system resource (Col. 12 Ln. 10 - 23), while 
Hayashi teaches determining whether the computer system resource should be stored 
in a shared access memory which is accessible by all cooperating communication 
managers in said group or should be stored in unshared local memory of an individual 
cooperating communication manager indicated by said command target qualifier (Col. 6 
Ln. 65 - 67, figure 7 Col. 7 Ln: 1 - 31). 

17. As to claim 8, Yamauchi teaches a command interface according to claim 6, 
wherein said command target qualifier has at least a first specifiable parameter value, 
indicating that a command should be applied to all members of the group of 
cooperating, communication manager ("...broadcasting-..." Col. 10 Ln. 51 - 54, "...all 
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computers..." Col. 2 Ln. 21 - 23, Col. 19 Ln. 56 - 63) and a second specifiable 
parameter value indicating that a command should be targeted of an individual 
cooperating communication manager of the group of cooperating communication 
managers (Col. 12 Ln. 10 -18). 

1 8. As to claims 9 and 1 1 , see the rejection of claim 6. 

19. As to claim 10, Hayashi teaches a data processing system according to claim 9, 
including: means for accessing a first memory from one of the group of cooperating 
communication managers, which the first memory is inaccessible from other members 
of the group of cooperating communication managers (Col. 5 Ln. 41 - 55, Col. 8 Ln. 18 - 
21) and means for accessing a second memory from said one of the group of 
cooperating communication managers which second memory is accessible from all 
member of the group of cooperating communication managers (Col. 8 Ln. 22 - 30) , 
wherein the set of commands includes a define command for defining a new computer 
system resource, wherein a scope definition parameter value specified in said define 
command is associated with said computer system resource in response issuing the 
command and wherein the scope definition parameter value determines the scope of 
access and change rights for the computer system resource (Col. 12 Ln. 10 - 23), while 
Yamauchi teaches determining whether the computer system resource should be stored 
in said second memory which is accessible by all cooperating communication managers 
of said group or should be stored in unshared memory of an the individual cooperating 
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communication manager indicated by said command target qualifier (Col. 6 Ln. 65 - 67, 
figure 7 Col. 7 Ln. 1-31). 

20. As to claim 12, Yamauchi teaches a method including the steps of: in response 
to a command being issued which specifies an operation and a command target 
qualifier, determining which cooperating communication managers within said group of 
cooperating communication managers to which the command should be targeted 
(Packet 901 Col. 12 Ln. 10 - 23), in response to the command specifying a scope 
definition, determining which computer system resources of the determined computer 
programs the operation is to be performed on and performing the operation on the 
determined resources of the determined computer programs (Data Field 903 Col. 12 Ln. 
1 0 - 23). Also see the rejection of claim 1 . 

21 . As to claim 1 3, see the rejection of claim 7. 

22. As to claims 14-1 7, see the rejection of claims 1 ,6,9 and 1 1 respectively. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Charles E. Anya whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3757. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00) First Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, An Meng-Ai can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Charles E Anya 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2194 

cea. 



